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* Fallowing isa basceipe of President Carter’s news conference yesterday in 
Washington, as recorded by Tia ney York Times by The New York Times through 


: the fectlities of ABC News: “tf think wa have addresced as best we 
JOR could. Secondly; that this is not the! 
most important: matter of all, that - 
-above and beyond that it’s important to" 4 
recognize and to do what we can to con 
tain Cubarr mervenden oF sgl “i 


aden. 


PRESIDENT “canTER: 
snOrsas ie 


ES Soviet Brigade sia Treaty- : 


Q-Do Do you think you have defused the. , 
problem, or issue, of the Soviet brigade ‘- 
- in Cuba and satisfied those who-seek a. 
_ bigger defense budget enough now. to 
win SALT’s oe this year? And 


~turism around the world. co ete 


v this year; hasically; on its own merit? 
“Ts obvious to me that the SALT. treaty © 
- isin the best interests of our country 2). 

“Jt enhances the security of the United 
‘States: it contributes to world peace; it - th 
will strengthen our own alliances; itv.) 
will preserve our place as a leader of. 
the Western world; it will let it be more: 
> easy for us-to centrol the spread of nu vanyone else around the world. This has 
. clear expiesives all overthe world. ' been part of et nistory | of. the Sone. ' 
‘..In my opinion, we have answered the’ edi Union. fe bre 
.question of the: Soviet combat unit in: - We atterapt to meet them and com- 
Cuba adequately, J think we’ve isolated ‘pete with them adequately, in my opin-: 
any threat. fromr that unit. We'll ine) |! jon, on a peaceful basis. And in my. 
crease our surveillance there and [ be. |. judgment, if we can control the mili-- 


i the first. So oe ae ac nice con- 
i cern. I think that our response was - 

measured and appropriate. I do not. 
| favor the Soviats expan, uh extending.’ 


on j their arm of influence to the Cubans or" 


ows. Ce 6 


at Mate 


lieve thar this, obviously, bas been an’ -. 


tary expenditures and have equality, : 


={mportant issue for'us to address. I be- * | Jbave arms control, in my judgment we - ; 
lieve it’s been addressed adequately.-.- .|; cam. compete: with the “Soviets. on. a+ 


As far as the defense budget it cones"! peaceful basis wie ies: excellent og 
_cernec, that still must be resolved. I’ m.- pect for victory. 2.0". Sy" 3 
Scommitted to a3 percentreal growthin. :|| . . The Soviets represent. a totalitarian. 
our defense. I have maintained that: 71: 


mation. .They,..we are: committed.. ton 
. position for the last three years‘ it’s: peace and freedom~ and: democracy. 
_important to us, to our allies, to Ameri The Soviets subjugate the rights of an ~ 
‘can strength. If 1 see a-need for in individual burman being to the rights of 
the state; we do just the opposite. The 
Soviets are an-atheistic. nation; we :; 
have deep and: fundamental religious = 
eli} beliefs. The ‘Soviets:have' a: primary. : 
' H - emphasis on: the’: smiitary’ aspect. of. 
\ ! . their economy; our’s is much more~ 
broad-based to give the benefits af eco-.” 

ee Erowia to individual human: 


ae I 7T believe that in addition to that " 
our raising the .standard: of human” 
tion to Dr. Kissinger’s statement thats rights and the honoring of national as 
the Soviet troops in Cuba are the first {j pirations — not trying to interfere in- 
organized hostile force in this hemi ‘the internal affairs of other countries —: 

sphere since the Monroe Doctrine that") _ gives us an additional advantage in the: | 
we've accepted and alsa, Mr:.Presi~} * peaceful competition with the Soviets. 

dent, do you feel that the Soviet troops’ 

in Cuba sytabolize the growing’expan-. 
sionism of Russia, the Soviet Union? -- 

‘ A.-The troops ia Cuba-have been. 

_ there for a long time. I think’that the- 

ae not de Secretary Kissinger’s 

I've read n afi j 

- basic premises sd DEA TESA E AE 

own, ‘that the presence of a Soviet com 
~ bat unit there is a serious matter which: 


3. Kissinger Statements - jl R 
Q. Mr. President, what i is your reace] 


* Sol don’t have any fearof, or any trepi- 4 
'dation about, that intense competition : 
{with the Soviets on a peaceful basis. 2.4 
‘ebviously want the same: thing: that -| 
‘President Breztmev: wants — that is; 

ithe avoidance of a nuclear. war. So we": 
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{in common—a willingness to )competes* 
we! ve got-advantages over them that L- i 
og en iitilizve in the future as we hove | 
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ae aa 17. Soviet Stand on Arms - 


.Q2 Dir. president, going back’ to you. 
5:8 about competition with th: 
’ Soviet Union. with regard. to. arms 
Would you support NATO deploymer 
of the Pershing missile to counter th 
SS-20 and if J could add another ques 
tion there, do you have any reaction ti 
President Brezhnev’s conditional offe: 
onarms reduction in Central Europe? 
A. Our allies and we are carefully as 
sessing the significance of Presiden 
Brezhnev’s statement. However I’c 
like to point out that what he’s offering: 
in effect, is to continue their own rate o: 
modernization as it has been, Payee 
we don’t medernize atall.. 28 sso 
%. - +.They have had an actual reduction | ir 
* launchers the last few years. They’v: 
“Been reolacing their old SS-4’s and SS, 
‘5's with the SS-20, nat on a one-for-one 
‘basis. But the SS-20-has ‘three war. 
“heads; the old missiles. caly: had ona 
7 ‘warhead. The SS-20 has a much greatey 
i z,Yange. It can reach our Wesiern ailiss’ 
~countries.asa target even if it’s locates. 
:.in the central part of Russias It’s thre: 
Sto six times as accurate as the old mis- 
_ Siles which it replaced. And in addition 
? to that it’s mobile; that is it can belo. 
‘cated specifically and destroyed with a 
“pre-emptive-strixe if’that should be. 
come desirable on the part of allies."i ~ 
. They also have replaced all oldek air- 
“planes. withthe Backtire bomber, Sa 
‘it’s not quite as constructive a proposal 
|as at first blush it seems to be. I titink 
“it’s an effort. designed to disarm the 
willingness or.eagerness of.our aljes 
*adequately*to- defend themselves. In 
;Doy judgment tha decision ought to be 
* made to modernize the Western allies" 
imilirary: strength and them negotiate 
<with.a full commitment and determina. 
‘tion mutually to lower armaments on 
both sides —.the Warsaw Pact and the 
-NATO countries... so that we can re 
tain equivalency,of military strength, 
equity of military.strengta and have a 
. Jower overall level of arrmaments. ..: ° 
-. This is what we hope to achieve. I 
might ‘point’ out~ that’! Chancellor 
_Schmidt said,-I. believe yesterday or 
the day before, that a prerequisite to a 
‘decision by our NATO.allies to. take 
these steps, which he considers to be 
vital for.the-security of NATO, is the 
:passage of SALT IL. So, iftwe can be 
“successful <3 in.zcontrolling < existing 
“strategic? Soviet-.and United States 
‘atomic weapons. through SALT I, thea 
, we'll move in the next step to reducing 
“the nuclear weapons which dau’t have 
‘intercontinental range: And along with 
i that we'll continue with our mutual and. 
: balanced’ force: reduction effort-to re~ 
‘duce conventional arms. It’s an inter- 
“esting proposal. and. one that might 
‘show promise.: We're assessing it care- 
fully.. But.it’s not as great a step as 
would ordinarily be: the judgment at 
first} - ” \ 
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